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REMARKS 

Applicant deeply appreciates the indication that Claims 9, 10, 12-14, 16-18, 21, 23, 
26, 27 and 30-32 are allowable if rewritten in independent form to include the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims in condition for allowance. Moreover, Applicant 
also deeply appreciates the indication that Claims 19, 28, 41, 42 and 44-46 are allowable if 
amended to overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. Section 112 and rewritten in 
independent form to include the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
These Claims have been amended accordingly and are respectfully believed to be in a 
condition for allowance. 

Objection to the Specification under 37 C.F.R. Section 1.75(d)(1): 

The Specification is now amended to comport with the language from the Claims in 
accordance with the Examiner's outstanding suggestion. No new matter has been added. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. Section 112: 

Claims 19, 28 and 33-46 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which Applicant regards as the invention. In particular, Claims 19 and 28 are now 
amended to depend from Claims 16 and 27, respectively, to provide a proper antecedent basis in 
accordance with the Examiner's outstanding suggestion. Claim 33 is now cancelled and the 
rejection is now deemed moot. Claims 34-46, that have not been cancelled, are now amended to 
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refer to a "method" rather than a "tablet" in accordance with the Examiner's outstanding 
suggestion. Therefore, it is respectfully believed that the rejection of Claims 19, 28 and 33-46 
under 35 U.S.C. Section 1 12 is overcome. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b): 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 1 1, 15, 20, 22, 24, 25, 29, 33, 34, 36, 38, 39 and 43 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C, Section 102(b) as being anticipated by Chun et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,133,892). 
Since Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 1 1, 15, 20, 24, 25, 29, 33, 34, 38, 39 and 43 are now cancelled; it is 
respectfully believed that this rejection is rendered moot with regard to these Claims. Chun et al. 
is cited for disclosing "sodium dichloroisocyanurate." A reference to this chemical is deleted 
from Claims 4, 22 and 36. It is respectfully believed that ". , .a claim is anticipated only if each 
and every element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a 
single prior art reference." V erdegaal Bros, v. Union Oil Co. of California , 814 F. 2d 628, 631 
(Fed. Cir. 1 987). Furthermore, "the identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is 
contained in the... claim." Ri chardson v. Suzuki Motor Co. , 868 F. 2d 1226, 1236 (Fed. Cir. 
1989). It is respectfully believed that the United States Patent Office has steadfastly and 
properly maintained this view and it is the current and unequivocal view of the Court of the 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit as well. Jamesbury Corp. v. Litton Industrial Products , 756 F.2d 
1556, 225 U.S.P.Q. 253 (Fed. Cir. 1985). 

Therefore, Claims 4, 22 and 36 overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Chun et al. 
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Claims 1-6, 8, 1 1, 33-38, 40 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Olson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,407,598). Since Claims 1-3, 5, 6, 1 1, 33-35, 37-38, 
40 and 43 are now cancelled, it is respectfully believed that this rejection is rendered moot with 
regard to these Claims. Olson et al. is cited for disclosing "potassium dichloroisocyanurate." A 
reference to this chemical is deleted from Claims 4 and 36. The Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit Court has consistently highlighted the importance of considering the subject matter "as a 
whole" to take into account all limitations of the claims. Carl Schenck, A.G. v. Nortron Corp. , 
713 F2d. 782, 218 U.S.P.Q. 698 (Fed. Cir. 1983). It is respectfully believed that a claim is 
anticipated only if each and every element, i.e., potassium dichloroisocyanurate, as set forth ia 
the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described; in a single prior art reference. 
Verdegaal Bros, v. Union Oil Co. of California , 814 F. 2d 628, 631 (Fed. Cir. 1987). 

Therefore, Claims 4 and 36 overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Olson et al. 

Claims 1, 4, 1 1, 33, 36 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kibbel, Jr, (U.S. Patent No. 3,873,685). Since Claims 1, 1 1, 33 and 43 are now 
cancelled; it is respectfully believed that this rejection is rendered moot with regard to these 
Claims. Kibbel, Jr. is cited for disclosing "sodium dichloroisocyanurate dihydrate" and 
"trichloroisocyanuric acid/' A reference to these chemicals is deleted from Claims 4 and 36. 
Therefore, it is respectfully believed that all claim limitations must be considered. In re Fine , 
837 F.2d 1071, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988). Moreover, "a claim is anticipated only if 
each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently 
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described, in a single prior art reference." Verdegaal Bros, v. Union Oil Co. of California , 814 
F.2d 628, 631, 2 U.S.P.Q.2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987). 

Therefore, Claims 4 and 36 overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Kibbel, Jr. 

New Claims 47-49 have been added to provide Applicant with entitled patent protection, 
which mirror allowable Claims 13, 31 and 45, respectively, with the substitution of "anhydrous 
sodium dichloroisocyanuric acid" for "potassium dichloroisocyanuric acid." Support for these 
new Claims can be found in Paragraph [0022] of Applicant's Specification which recites 
anhydrous sodium dichloroisocyanuric acid as a halogen source. No new matter has been added. 

Therefore, it is now believed that all of the pending Claims 4, 9, 10, 12-14, 16-19, 21-23, 
26-28, 30-32, 36, 41, 42, and 44-49 in the present application are in condition for allowance. 
Favorable action and allowance of the Claims is therefore respectfully requested. 
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If any issue regarding the allowability of any of the pending Claims in the present 
application could be readily resolved, or if other action could be taken to further advance this 
application such as an Examiner's amendment, or if the Examiner should have any questions 
regarding the present amendment, it is respectfully requested that the Examiner please telephone 
Applicant's undersigned attorney in this regard. 



Respectfully submitted, 





Kevin M. Kercher 

Registration No. 33,408 

Blackwell Sanders Peper Martin LLP 

720 Olive Street, 24th Floor 

St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

(314) 345-6000 

ATTORNEY FOR APPLICANT 
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